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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 4, 17, 18, 20, 21, and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 4, line 3, "a service control point" seems to refer back to "a service control point" 

in line 7 of claim 2. If this is true, it is suggested to change "a service control point" to —the 
service control point--. 

Claim 17, line 6, it is suggested to insert —number— after "said calling number". 

Claim 18, line 3, it is suggested to change "said called party number" to -said calling 
party number--. 

Claim 20, line 2, it is suggested to insert —number— after "party". 
Claim 21, line 2, it is suggested to change "said called party" to -said calling party 
number--. 

Claims 23 and 24, line 2, it is suggested to insert -party- after "said called". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. ' Claims 1, 3-4, 13, 17-19, and 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Beasley et al (6,804,334). 
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Regarding claims 1, 13, 17, and 26, Beasley discloses a system and a method for 
processing a telephone call, the system comprising: a wire line telephone system (figures 1-3 and 
5) including: means for receiving a called number from a calling party number, means for dialing 
the called number, means for determining whether a personalized message associated with the 
called number is intended for the calling party number in response to a busy or no answer signal 
on the called number, and means for delivering the personalized message to the calling party 
number (see, for example, 520 and 510 in figure 5 and col. 3, lines 1-12). 

Regarding claim 3, Beasley discloses the service control point includes means for 
performing the determining whether a personalized message associated with the called number is 
intended for the calling party (see figure 2 and col. 5, lines 8-23). 

Regarding claim 4, Beasley discloses a service node (150 in figures 1-3) connected to the 
service switching point (SCP) through a data link, and connected to a service control point 
through a second data link, the service control point including means for commanding the 
service switching point to forward the calling party number to the service node for delivery of 
the personalized message (see col. 5, lines 8-23. Note that figure 1 shows service node 150 has 
different links). 

Regarding claim 18, Beasley discloses the delivering the personalized message comprises 
forwarding the called party number to an intelligent device, the intelligent device playing the 
personalized message to the called party number (see figure 2; col. 3, lines 1-12 and col. 5, lines 
8-22). 

Regarding claim 19, Beasley discloses wherein the determining whether the called party 
number is included in the data storage device comprises determining whether the called party 



Application/Control Number: 09/884,404 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2661 

number is included in a programmable telephone number table (see figure 2; col. 3, lines 1-12 
and col 5, lines 8-22). 

Regarding claim 23, Beasley discloses the determining whether the called party number 
is included in a data storage device comprises comparing the called number to a subscription list 
(see figure 2 and col. 5, lines 8-25). 

Regarding claim 24, Beasley discloses the determining whether the called party number 
is included in a data storage device comprises comparing the called number to a field in a 
programmable number table (see figure 2 and col. 5, lines 8-25).. 

Regarding claim 25, Beasley discloses wherein the determining whether the called party 
number is included in a data storage device comprises querying an internet website via a flow 
through provisioning system (see figure 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 and 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Beasley in view of Fleischer et al (5,974,133). 

Regarding claims 2 and 7, Beasley discloses a service switching point (SSP) (132 in 
figure 2) and a service control point containing a database (see SCP contains subscription list in 
figure 2). Beasley does not specifically disclose a signal transfer point (STP). However, an 
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advance intelligent network includes a signal control point is well known in the art. Fleischer 
discloses STP (see figure 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to use the STP as taught by Fleischer in the system 
of Beasley in order to transfer data between SSW and SCP. 

Regarding claim 8, Beasley does not explicitly disclose the database of the SCP 
comprises a table includes a first and a next telephone numbers. However, this feature is well 
known. Fleischer discloses a SCP with a table contains a work and home telephone numbers (see 
col. 6, lines 28-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to include different telephone number in the table as taught 
by Fleischer in the system of Beasley so that a call can be forwarded to the called party at 
different locations. 

Regarding claims 9-11, Beasley further discloses the service node includes means for 
allowing modification of the table (see figure 6 and col. 9, line 42-col. 10, line 58). 

Regarding claim 12, Beasley further discloses the wire line telephone system comprises 
an Internet website and a flow-through provisioning system and wherein the means for 
delivering the personalized message further comprises means for retrieving the message from the 
internet website and means for playing the message on the calling party number (see figure 1). 
6. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beasley in 
view of Jampolsky et al (6,625,437). 

Regarding claims 14-16, Beasley discloses all the subject matter as described in previous 
paragraphs except for a home location register (HLR) and a signal transfer point (STP). 
However, these elements are well known in the art. Jampolsky discloses these well known 
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elements (see figure 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include these elements in the network as taught by 
Jampolsky in the system of Beasley in order for a wireless telephone to communicate with a 
wired telephone. 

7. Claims 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beasley in 
view of Amin et al (6,630,883). 

Regarding claim 20-22, Beasley does not specifically disclose indicating to the 
calling/called party that a message is about to delivery. However, Amin discloses a method and a 
system in which a message notification is delivered from a message provider to notify of the 
message (see claim 17). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to notify the calling/called party of a message such as 
a personalized message as taught by Amin in the system of Beasley in order to notify the 
receiving party of a receiving message. 

8. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beasley in view 
ofEkstrom (6,665,390). 

Regarding claim 27, Beasley does not specifically disclose the use of TAT and PODP. 
However, the use of these standards are well known in the art. Ekstrom discloses the use of these 
features (see col. 6, lines 49-54). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use these features as taught by Ekstrom in 
the system of Beasley in order to meet the design criteria of a particular implementation. 

9. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beasley in view 
of Pershan et al (6,823,057). 
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Regarding claim 28, Beasley does not specifically disclose T-Busy and T_No_Answer. 
However, Pershan discloses these features (see col. 13, lines 14-20 and col. 16, lines 1-5). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use these features as taught by Pershan in the system of Beasley to meet 
the design criteria of a particular implementation. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 5-6 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4 and 7-28 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian D. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3084. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-6:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (571) 272-3 134. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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